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PREFACE 


This  special  survey  of  farm  labor  in  Mississippi  was 
undertaken  as  a  result  of  recommendations  "by  the  Subcommittee 
on  Review  of  Concepts  of  the  Labor  Force  of  the  Interdepart- 
mental Committee  on  Labor  Supply,  Employment,  and  Unemploy- 
ment. The  survey  was  designed  by  Emerson  M.  Brooks,  Chief, 
Special  Statistics  Branch,  Agricultural  Estimates  Division, 
and  Louis  J.  Ducoff ,  Assistant  Chief,  Farm  Population  and 
Rural  Life  Branch,  Agricultural  Economics  Division.  James  P. 
Lankford,  formerly  of  the  Special  Statistics  Branch,  and 
Sheridan  T.  Maitland,  Farm  Population  and  Rural  Life  Branch, 
provided  the  direct  supervision  of  the  project.  David  J. 
Herrell  made  a  preliminary  analysis  of  the  data  and  prepared 
the  first  draft  of  the  manuscript.  The  final  report  was  pre- 
pared by  Dorothy  Anne  Fisher,  Farm  Population  and  Rural  Life 
Branch,  and  James  M.  Koepper,  Special  Statistics  Branch. 
Gladys  K.  Bowles  of  the  Farm  Population  and  Rural  Life  Branch 
assisted  the  authors  in  the  preparation  of  the  report. 
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SURVEY  OF  FARM  LABOR  IN  MISSISSIPPI 

by 

Dorothy  Anne  Fisher  and  James  M.  Koepper 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

SUMMARY 

Results  of  the  1956  enumerative  survey  of  farm  labor  in  Mississippi 
showed  a  continuation  of  trends  in  numbers  and  characteristics  of  farms  and 
farm  workers  that  were  indicated  by  the  1950  and  195^  Censuses  of  Agriculture. 
Although  survey  data  were  similar  to  the  AMS  farm  employment  series  in  most 
respects,  analysis  of  survey  results  indicated  that  AMS  data  pertaining  to 
family  workers  on  Mississippi  farms  used  in  arriving  at  published  estimates 
by  regions  have  been  too  high  in  recent  years. 

Comparison  of  farm  wage  data  from  the  survey  with  the  AMS  wage  series 
indicated  that  the  accuracy  of  the  AMS  composite  hourly  rate  would  be  improved 
if  current  data  were  obtained  on  numbers  of  workers  and  average  hours  worked 
by  basis  of  payment.  The  greatest  difficulty  lies  in  obtaining  accurate 
information  on  hours  and  earnings  of  piece-rate  workers;  these  comprised 
83  percent  of  all  hired  workers  reported  in  the  enumerative  survey. 

The  survey  showed  a  total  of  about  211,000  farms  in  Mississippi  in  1956. 
Most  of  these  were  small-scale  cotton  farms.  Nearly  60  percent  were  under 
50  acres  in  size,  and  over  60  percent  reported  annual  sales  of  farm  products 
of  less  than  $1,200.  While  6k   percent  of  the  operators  reported  cotton  as 
their  major  farm  product,  ^9  percent  harvested  only  1  to  10  acres  of  cotton. 
Only  8  percent  of  the  farmers  used  machine  harvesters;  and  8l  percent  of  the 
total  cotton  acreage  on  the  sample  farms  was  harvested  by  hand  picking.  Cotton 
farmers  employed  91  percent  of  the  unpaid  family  workers  and  86  percent  of  the 
hired  farm  workers  reported  in  Mississippi  during  the  week  of  September  23-29, 
1956. 

An  estimated  628,000  persons  were  working  on  Mississippi  farms  during 
the  week  of  September  23-29,  1956.  The  number  included  about  170,000  farm 
operators  who  worked  one  hour  or  more  on  their  farms  during  the  survey  week; 
258>000  unpaid  family  workers  who  worked  15  hours  or  more  on  the  family  farms; 
and  about  200,000  hired  workers. 

In  addition  to  170,000  operators  who  worked  on  their  farms,  over  41,000 
£0  percent  ofaH farmers) did  nonfarm  work  or  worked  on  other  farms,  or  were 
otherwise  occupied  off  their  farms  during  the  survey  week.  Most  of  these  were 
noncommerqial  (part-time  or  residential)  farmers;  over  90  percent  of  the  com- 
mercial farmers  worked  on  their  farms  that  week.  Large-scale  farmers  put  in 
more  hours  than  did  small-scale  farmers. 
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About  60  percent  of  the  Mississippi  operators  reported  some  off -farm 
work  during  1956.  More  than  30  percent  worked  off  their  farms  100  days  or 
more,  and  Ik   percent  spent  250  days  or  more  at  off -farm  work  during  the  year. 
But  only  8  percent  of  the  operators  reported  work  for  pay  on  other  farms  dur- 
ing the  survey  week,  which  occurred  during  the  peak  month  of  the  harvest 
season.,  A  larger  proportion  of  small  farmers  than  large-scale  operators  did 
off -farm  work  during  1956. 

Despite  the  generally  small  scale  of  farm  operations  in  Mississippi, 
63  percent  of  the  operators  reported  that  their  farms  were  their  major  source 
of  income  in  1956. 

The  258,000  unpaid  family  workers  comprised  more  than  two- fifths  of  all 
persons  working  on  Mississippi  farms  during  the  week  of  September  23-29. 
Relatively  few  unpaid  family  workers  were  reported  on  Large-scale  farms;  four- 
fifths  of  these  workers  were  reported  on  farms  in  Economic  Classes  IV,  V,  and 
VI,  most  of  them  engaged  in  picking  cotton.  1  / 

About  a  fifth  of  the  operators  in  Mississippi  hired  some  farm  labor  dur- 
ing the  survey  week.  Farms  in  Economic  Classes  I,  II,  and  III  employed  about 
36  percent  of  the  hired  farm  workers;  an  additional  k6  percent  were  employed 
on  farms  in  Economic  Classes  IV  and  V. 

Nine-tenths  of  the  200,000  hired  workers  reported  during  the  survey  week 
were  seasonal  workers  who  were  employed  less  than  150  days  on  the  reporting 
farms  during  1956.  About  83  percent  were  hired  on  a  piece-rate  basis  during 
the  survey  week,  mostly  to  pick  cotton.  About  14  percent  were  hired  by  the 
day,  and  the  remaining  3  percent  were  hired  by  the  month,  week,  or  hour.  Most 
of  the  time-rate  workers  were  employed  on  large-scale  dairy  or  livestock  farms. 

In  most  cases,  large-scale  farmers  paid  higher  wage  rates  than  operators 
of  smaller  farms,  and  required  longer  hours  of  work.  The  average  composite 
rate  for  all  hired  workers  was  k$   cents  per  hour  during  the  week  of  September 
23-29. 

Two-fifths  of  all  hired  workers  in  Mississippi  worked  on  more  than  one 
farm  during  the  survey  week.  Employment  on  more  than  one  farm  occurred  most 
frequently  among  workers  hired  on  farms  in  Economic  Classes  V  and  VI. 

Over  two-thirds  of  the  hired  workers  lived  on  farms;  over  a  fourth  lived 
in  towns  or  cities;  few  lived  in  open-country  nonfarm  residences.  The  largest 
proportions  of  town  or  city  dwellers  were  found  among  workers  hired  on  large- 
scale  cotton,  cash-grain,  or  livestock  farms  —  farms  that  hire  relatively 
large  numbers  of  workers.  Most  of  the  workers  who  lived  in  towns  or  cities 
may  have  been  day-haul  workers. 

Survey  estimates  indicated  there  were  fewer  than  2,000  migratory  workers 
in  Mississippi  during  the  Week  of  September  23-29.  These  migrants  were  work- 
ing on  a  few  large-scale  cotton  and  cash -grain  farms. 

l/  For  definition  of  economic  class  of  farm,  see  Appendix  B. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

Relationship  to  Research  Program  of  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

The  enumerative  survey  of  farm  labor  conducted  in  Mississippi  in  October 
1956  was  a  part  of  the  overall  research  program  being  carried  on  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Marketing  Service  to  improve  the  Crop  Reporting  program. 

In  1956  the  Interdepartmental  Committee  on  Labor  Supply,  Employment  and 
Unemployment,  through  its  Subcommittee  on  Review  of  Concepts  of  the  Labor 
Force,  made  an  appraisal  of  the  statistical  programs  of  the  Federal  Government 
dealing  with  employment  and  unemployment  including  the  AMS  farm  employment 
series.  As  a  result,  the  Subcommittee  made  several  recommendations  directed 
toward  improving  the  AMS  farm  employment  series  and  expanding  the  amount  of 
information  being  provided. 

To  implement  the  Subcommittee's  recommendations,  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  planned  a  series  of  enumerative  surveys  which  could  provide 
a  basis  for  testing  its  current  farm  labor  statistics  and  for  evaluating  fea- 
sible methods  of  improvement.  Expanding  coverage  and  obtaining  more  represen- 
tative farm  samples  from  which  to  collect  farm  employment  and  wage  rate 
information  were  the  main  goals. 

The  first  enumerative  survey  was  to  be  conducted  in  a  single  State. 
Since  the  Agricultural  Estimates  Division  had  been  conducting  probability  area 
sample  surveys  for  2  years  in  the  South,  it  was  advantageous  to  add  farm  labor 
questions  to  the  schedule  already  in  use  there.  Mississippi  was  selected  as 
the  trial  State.  A  pretest  was  conducted  in  August,  1956,  and  the  actual 
survey,  which  obtained  information  for  the  week  of  September  23-29,  was  con- 
ducted early  in  October,  1956. 

Purposes  of  the  Survey 

The  specific  purposes  of  the  survey  were: 

(1)  To  collect  data  on  the  current  farm  labor  force  necessary  to  provide 
reliable  State  estimates  of  farm  employment. 

(2)  To  use  findings  from  this  experimental  survey  to  develop  techniques  and 
procedures  for  making  estimates  of  farm  employment  in  other  States. 

(3)  To  explore  the  feasibility  of  collecting  data  on  farm  employment  by 
methods  other  than  those  used  currently  in  connection  with  the  General 
Farm  Report  schedule. 

(k)     To  test  farm  labor  questions  that  might  be  used  in  subsequent  enumerative 
or  mailed  surveys. 

(5)  To  collect  information  for  making  State  estimates  of  farm  population. 
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(6)  To  test  the  feasibility  of  adding  a  Farm  Labor  Section  to  the  schedule 
to  be  used  in  the  probability  area  sample  surveys  of  crop  acreages  and 
livestock  numbers  conducted  in  June  each  year. 

(7)  To  provide  additional  information  on  the  farm  labor  force  in  Mississippi 
that  has  not  been  possible  with  a  mailed  inquiry. 

(8)  To  obtain  a  measure  of  double -counting  in  the  AMS  farm  employment  series 
due  to  multiple  job  holders  through  the  addition  of  questions  regarding 
employment  on  other  farms  during  specified  periods. 

(9)  To  test  the  possibility  of  collecting  type  of  farm  and  other  information 
on  a  relatively  short  schedule. 

(10)  To  collect  data  on  farm  wage  rates  that  could  be  compared  with  rates 
reported  quarterly  on  the  General  Farm  Report  schedule. 

Most  of  these  objectives  were  met.  The  survey  provided  an  estimate  of 
farm  employment  for  Mississippi  that  is  apparently  reliable,  and  estimates  of 
multiple  jobholding  and  other  detailed  information  about  the  farm  labor  force ; 
numbers  of  workers  and  average  wage  rates  by  basis  of  payment;  and  number  of 
farms  by  Economic  Class,  type  of  farm  operation,  and  other  farm  character- 
istics. The  information  obtained  provided  a  basis  for  planning  the  design 
of  a  subsequent  enumerative  survey  taken  in  June  1957  i*i  28  States.  It  has 
not  been  feasible  to  obtain  data  in  such  detail  and  scope  on  the  General 
Farm  Report  schedule. 

This  report  presents  an  evaluation  and  analysis  of  the  data  on  the 
Mississippi  farm  labor  force.  The  sample  design  and  method  of  expansion  for 
the  survey  are  described  in  Appendix  A. 
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II.  COMPARISON  OF  SURVEY  ESTIMATES  WITH  OTHER  DATA 

Numbers  of  Farms 

In  Mississippi,  as  in  the  rest  of  the  United  States,  the  average  size 
of  farms  in  recent  years  has  been  increasing  while  their  number  has  been 
declining.  The  1956  enumerative  survey  estimate  of  number  of  farms  in 
Mississippi  was  210,600.  This  compares  with  the  official  USDA  estimate  of 
219,000  farms  for  1956  and  with  235,000  in  195^  and  262,000  in  1950.  i/ 
According  to  the  Census  of  Agriculture,  the  average  size  of  Mississippi  farms 
was  95*9  acres  in  195^  as  compared  with  an  average  of  82. ^  acres  per  farm  in 
1950.  The  1956  AMS  enumerative  survey  indicated  a  continued  increase  in  size 
of  farms  in  Mississippi  from  195^  to  1956.  The  1956  average  was  estimated  to 
be  about  99  acres  per  farm. 

The  distributions  of  farms  by  size,  type,  and  economic  class  in  the 
survey  are  similar  in  most  respects  to  the  distributions  reported  for  Missis- 
sippi in  the  195^  Census  (table  l).  Somewhat  greater  differences  show  up  in 
the  type  of  farm  than  in  the  size  and  economic  class  distributions,  mainly 
because  less  information  was  available  from  the  survey  than  from  the  Census 
with  which  to  classify  farms  by  type.  Cotton  farms  accounted  for  6^-  percent 
of  the  total  in  the  survey,  and  57  percent  in  the  195^  Census. 

The  proportion  of  Mississippi  farms  classified  as  commercial  was  some- 
what smaller  in  the  1956  survey  than  in  the  195^  Census  of  Agriculture.  The 
distributions  were  about  the  same  for  the  first  three  classes,  but  the  per- 
centages of  farms  in  Classes  IV  and  V  were  smaller  in  1956  than  in  195^> 
while  the  percentage  of  Class  VI  farms  was  higher.  The  1956  survey  also 
shows  higher  percentages  of  noncommercial  farms,  i.e.,  the  part-time  and  the 
residential  farms.  According  to  the  1956  survey,  over  60  percent  of  the  farms 
in  Mississippi  had  gross  farm  sales  of  less  than  $1,200.  These  farms  include 
commercial  Class  VT  and  the  noncommercial  farms.  S' 

Off -farm  Work  of  Farm  Operators 

The  1956  survey  showed  that  over  30  percent  of  all  farm  operators  worked 
off  their  farms  100  days  or  more  during  the  year.  This  is  in  keeping  with 
the  trend  in  off -farm  work  during  recent  years.  The  195^  Census  of  Agricul- 
ture reported  21.7  percent  and  the  1950  Census  of  Agriculture  showed  17«5  per- 
cent of  Mississippi  farm  operators  reporting  100  days  or  more  of  off -farm  work. 


l/  The  195^  Census  of  Agriculture  reported  215,915  farms  in  Mississippi.  A 
quality  check  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  indicated  an  average  under- 
enumeration  of  farms  in  the  195^  Census  of  about  8  percent  for  the  country  as 
a  whole.  About  8.8  percent  incompleteness  was  assumed  for  Mississippi,  giving 
an  adjusted  estimate  of  235,000  farms  (table  2).  The  1950  Census  of  Agricul- 
ture reported  251,383  farms  in  Mississippi.  This  figure  was  similarly  adjusted 
for  under enumeration,  giving  an  estimate  of  262,000  farms  in  1950. 

2/  For  definition  of  economic  class  of  farm,  see  Appendix  B. 
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Table  1.-  Comparison  of  number  of  farms  by  size,  type  and  economic  class  of 
farm  in  September  1956  Enumerative  Survey  of  Farm  Labor  in  Mississippi  and 
in  1954  Census  of  Agriculture  -  Mississippi 


Classification 

• 

[September  1956  Survey  l/: 

1954 

Census 

of  farms 

of  Agriculture 

:  Thousands 

Percent 

Thousands 

Percent 

Economic  class 

I-IMII 

:     10.8 

6 

12.7 

6 

IV 

:    23. 7 

11 

30.4 

14 

V 

:    42.4 

20 

62.2 

29 

VI 

:    53-4 

25 

43.3 

20 

Part-time 

:    32.0 

15 

27.7 

13 

Residential  and  abnormal 

:    48.3 

23 

39-6 

18 

All  farms 

:    210.6 

100 

215-9 

100 

Tvce  of  farm 

Cotton 

!     134.8 

64 

123.5 

57 

Cash  grain 

:     6.3 

3 

1-5 

1 

Dairy 

:     12.2 

6 

6.6 

3 

Poultry 

:     6.7 

3 

2.1 

1 

Other  livestock 

:    27.2 

13 

8.7 

4 

All  other  and  misc.      : 

:    23.4 

11 

73.5 

34 

All  farms 

:    210.6 

100 

215-9 

100 

Size  of  farm 

: 

Under  10  acres          : 

:     25.6 

12 

26.9 

13 

10-49 

:    98.8 

47 

99-7 

46 

50-99              : 

:    36.3 

17 

39.7 

18 

100  -  179             : 

31.2 

15 

26.6 

12 

180  -  999 

:    15.9 

8 

20.8 

10 

1,000  and  over          j 

2.8 

1 

2.2 

1 

All  farms            : 

210.6 

100 

215-9 

100 

i/  Classification  of  farm  characteristics  for  September  1956  enumerative 
survey  data  follow  1954  Census  of  Agriculture  definitions .  See  Appendix  B 
for  more  detailed  description. 
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Farm  Employment 

In  the  following  comparisons  of  numbers  and  distributions  of  farm  workers 
"by  characteristics  of  farms,  it  should  be  kept  in  mind  that  the  1956  survey 
reported  farm  employment  during  the  week  of  September  23-29>  while  the  195** 
Census  of  Agriculture  reported  farm  labor  in  Mississippi  during  the  week  of 
October  2*1-30.  The  1956  survey  expanded  to  about  2.5  percent  fewer  farms 
than  the  195*f  Census  and  was  k  percent  under  the  AMS  estimate  for  195^ •  The 
number  of  operators  working  on  their  farms  was  about  6  percent  lower  in  the 
1956  survey  than  in  the  195**  Census.  This  appears  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
increase  in  off -farm  work  by  farm  operators  and  the  increased  proportion  of 
noncommercial  farms  observed  in  the  1956  survey. 

The  survey  reported  substantially  higher  levels  of  employment  of  unpaid 
family  workers  and  hired  workers  than  were  reported  to  the  195**-  Census  enumera- 
tors (table  2).  This  comparison  does  not  agree  with  the  general  downward 
trend  observed  in  farm  employment  during  recent  years.  Part  of  these  differ- 
ences may  be  explained  by  the  fact  that  the  1956  survey  reported  farm  employ- 
ment during  the  peak  month  of  the  Mississippi  cotton  harvest  season  while  the 
195**  Census  reported  farm  employment  a  month  later  in  the  season.  But  under- 
enumeration  in  the  195**  Census  also  accounted  for  a  large  part  of  these 
differences . 

The  comparison  of  1956  survey  and  195**  Census  of  Agriculture  employment 
estimates  was  made  after  the  195**  data  had  been  adjusted  for  underenumeration 
and  for  seasonal  differences  in  level  of  farm  employment  between  the  Census 
survey  week  of  October  24-30  and  the  crop  reporting  week  of  September  23-29*  A 
10-year  average  percentage  change  between  September  and  October  in  the  AMS 
farm  employment  series  was  used  to  adjust  the  Census  of  Agriculture  employment 
level.  No  adjustment  was  made  for  differences  in  level  of  employment  that 
might  be  expected  in  the  period  195*4-56. 

The  total  number  of  family  workers  indicated  by  the  1956  enumerative 
survey  was  below  both  the  Census  (adjusted)  and  the  AMS  revised  estimate.  The 
downward  trend  in  number  of  farms  and  a  shift  toward  more  mechanization  through- 
out the  South  contributed  to  this  decline. 

The  enumerative  survey  indicated  substantially  more  hired  workers  than 
the  Census  (adjusted)  and  slightly  more  than  the  AMS  (revised)  estimates. 
Evidence  that  the  195**  Census  was  low  on  number  of  hired  workers  has  been 
uncovered  through  a  matched  AMS-Census  sample  of  farms  in  five  States.  This 
under  count  was  presumed  to  be  due  in  large  part  to  a  progressive  memory  bias 
in  responses  for  the  195**-  Census  because  of  the  length  of  time  between  the 
average  date  of  enumeration  (November  7-13)  and  the  Census  reference  week 
(October  2**-30). 
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Table  2.-  Comparison  of  Mississippi  farm  employment  estimates: 
AMS  Enumerative  Survey,  September  23-29,  195 6,  AMS  Official 
Farm  Labor  Series,  September  23-29,  1956,  and  195*1-  Census 
of  Agriculture,  October  2*4—30 


Item 


AMS 
Enumerative 

Survey 
of  Farm  Labor, 
Mississippi, 
September  23-29, 
1956 


AMS 

Official 

Estimates, 

September 

23-29, 

1956 


1954  Census 
of 
Agriculture 
October  24-30, 
1954 


-L-</"'~  >* •*-"■  —  1  *  '  ■  ' 

Expanded      Revised,  1/  Reported  Adjusted.  2/ 


211,000 
628,000 

170,000 


219, 000  3/   215 , 915  235 , 000  3/ 
618, 000      468, 963  64i, 999 

—       180,020 


Total  farms 

Total  farm  employment 

Farm  operators 

Working  survey  week 

Not  working 
survey  week 

Unpaid  family  workers 

Total  family  workers 

Hired  workers 


l/  Revisions  to  1954  Census  benchmark . 

2,/  Adjusted  for  estimated  8.8  percent  underenumeration  in  the  1954  Census 
of  Agriculture,  and  for  seasonal  differences  in  level  of  farm  employment 
between  the  Census  survey  week  of  October  24-30,  and  the  AMS  survey  week  of 
September  23-29  on  the  basis  of  a  10-year  average  percentage  change  between 
September  and  October  in  the  AMS  farm  employment  series.  No  adjustment  was 
made  for  changes  in  level  of  employment  between  1954  and  1956. 

3/  Average  number  in  operation  during  year.  1954  estimate  based  on  1954 
Census  data  adjusted  for  underenumeration. 


41,000 



35,895 

— 

258,000 

— 

169,071 

— 

428,000 

444,000 

349,091 

481,620 

200,000 

174,000 

119, 872 

160,379 
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From  the  analysis  of  all  available  farm  employment  data,  the  independent 
estimates  of  Mississippi  farm  employment  from  the  enumerative  survey  appear 
to  he  fairly  reliable  at  the  State  level.  A  sample  of  this  nature  once  a 
year  in  each  State  would  be  a  valuable  check  on  State  estimates  of  farm  employ- 
ment based  on  returns  from  mailed  questionnaires. 

AMS  Wage  Data 

Table  3  compares  the  wage  rate  results  from  the  enumerative  survey  with 
returns  from  the  AMS  farm  wage  series  as  published  quarterly  in  Farm  Labor. 

The  enumerative  survey  data  were  used  to  compute  the  composite  hourly 
wage  level  3/  by  "two  alternative  methods  in  order  to  evaluate  the  effect  of 
different  wage  rates  assigned  to  piece-rate  workers.  The  rate  of  4$). 2  cents 
includes  a  piece  rate  calculated  from  the  average  hourly  earnings  of  cotton 
pickers  reported  for  the  survey  week.  Assigning  the  average  rate  for  hourly 
workers  to  all  piece-rate  workers  gave  a  composite  hourly  rate  of  57*2  cents 
for  the  survey.  The  AMS  farm  wage  series,  like  the  second  alternative  method 
includes  piece-rate  workers  with  hourly  workers  but  showed  a  composite  hourly 
wage  of  50*9  cents  in  Mississippi  (table  3)« 

Part  of  the  difference  between  the  regular  estimates  and  enumerative 
survey  estimates  of  the  composite  hourly  farm  wage  rate  in  Mississippi  may  be 
due  to  the  possibility  of  response  bias  introduced  by  the  mail  reporting 
method.  Large-scale  farmers  who  may  be  expected  to  have  better  records,  are 
most  likely  to  respond  to  a  mailed  questionnaire,  whereas  the  area  sample 
technique  used  in  the  enumerative  survey  covered  a  more  representative  cross- 
section  of  farms.  But  the  most  important  difference  appeared  to  lie  in  the 
weighting  of  the  various  wage  rates;  piece-rate  workers  posed  the  greatest 
problem. 

Wage  rate  data  are  collected  four  times  a  year  by  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  as  part  of  the  monthly  General  Farm  mail  questionnaire. 
Farmers  are  asked  to  report  average  wage  rates  for  the  community  or  locality 
with  which  they  are  familiar.  Most  of  the  more  important  types  of  wage  rates 
are  asked,  but  coverage  of  different  types  of  wage  rates  varies  from  season 
to  season  because  during  the  harvest  season  large  numbers  of  piece-rate 
workers  are  hired,  while  most  regular  workers  employed  during  the  remainder 
of  the  year  are  hired  on  one  of  several  time  rates.  Crop  reporters  are  not 
asked  wages  paid  hired  farm  workers  at  piece  rates — it  is  nearly  impossible 
for  respondents  to  mail  questionnaires  to  accurately  convert  piecework  rates 
into  average  earnings  for  a  community.  Past  field  enumerations  indicate  that 
earnings  of  piece-rate  workers  approximate  fairly  closely  the  rates  per  hour 
without  room  or  board. 

For  computation  of  the  regular  quarterly  AMS  composite  hourly  wage  rate, 
those  rates  not  reported  in  the  mail  questionnaire  are  estimated.  No  infor- 
mation is  obtained  on  numbers  of  workers  by  basis  of  payment.  A  series  of 

3/  For  method  of  computation  of  composite  hourly  wage  rate,  see  Appendix  C. 
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Table  3--  ;:r"parison  of  farm  wage  rates  in  Mississippi :AMS  Enumerative  Survey, 
September  23-29,  1956,  and  AMS  Farm  Wage  Series,  September  23-29,  1956 


tAMS  Enumerative  Survey  of: 

Farm  Labor,  Mississippi, : 

September  23-29.  1956   : 

Regular  October  1  1 
quiry  to  Crop  Com 
for  week  of  Sept 
1956 

bailed  In- 
=spondents 
•  23-29, 

Basis  of  payment 

:        Workers        : 

'  Number! Percent  ;  Rate  ; 
•of  total  *of  pay  ' 

Estimated  percent 
of  all  workers 

:  Rate 
j  of  pay 

[Thousands  Percent  Dollars 

Percent 

1 

Dollars 

Monthly            : 

:    4.4     2.2    96.OO 

NA  1/ 

Weekly 

:    1.1      .5    28.00 

1 

NA  1/ 

Daily              : 

:   28.7    14.3     3.85 

With  house        ! 

13 

3.60 

With  board        ] 
and  room        ] 

1 

NA  1/ 

Without  board 
or  room 

11 

4.05 

Hourly            : 

.3      .2      .60 

Without  board 

or  room         « 
Piece  rate         : 

166.0     82.8 

73  2/ 

•5* 

Composite  rate 
per  hour          ; 

Assuming  hourly    ; 
rate  for  all     ; 
piece  workers    : 

.572 

.509  3/ 

Assuming  cotton    \ 
picking  rate  for  \ 
all  piece  workers  ' 

.492 

**_ 

Cotton  picking  per  cwt . : 

166.3            2.53 

2.55   y 

i/  Rate  not  asked  on  Mississippi  mail  questionnaire  since  relatively  few 
workers  are  hired  on  this  basis. 

Z/   Includes  piece-rate  workers . 

3/  In  computing  composite  rate  per  hour,  missing  rates  are  estimated  on 
basis  of  relationships  in  previous  wage  surveys  in  Mississippi  and  comparison 
with  current  rates  reported  in  other  States . 

ji/  Relates  to  last  week  of  October  1956.  Determined  on  November  mailed 
inquiry. 
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extensive  interview  surveys  made  in  the  period  19^5-^  provided  quarterly 
estimates  of  the  percentage  of  workers  employed  at  each  rate  and  the  average 
number  of  hours  worked  at  each  rate  for  the  four  broad  regions  of  the  United 
States.  The  same  weights  are  used  for  all  States  within  each  region. 

In  the  enumerative  survey,  actual  numbers  of  workers  hired  on  each  basis 
of  payment  were  obtained,  together  with  hours  worked  and  wages  earned.  This 
detailed  information  makes  possible  an  evaluation  of  the  AMS  weighting  system 
as  well  as  the  wage  data  reported  on  the  mail  questionnaires. 

In  the  AMS  weighting  system,  hourly  and  piece-rate  workers  on  October  1, 
accounted  for  73  percent  of  all  hired  workers.  In  the  enumerative  survey, 
piece-rate  workers  constituted  83  percent  of  all  hired  workers,  and  workers 
hired  by  the  hour  comprised  less  than  1  percent  of  the  total.  The  survey 
showed  a  weighted  average  hourly  wage  of  50  cents  for  cotton  pickers  jjy  and 
60  cents  for  workers  hired  by  the  hour.  The  average  earnings  of  cotton 
pickers  were  considered  to  be  representative  of  the  cash  wages  of  all  piece- 
rate  workers  as  95  percent  of  the  piece-rate  workers  were  picking  cotton  dur- 
ing the  survey  week.  The  AMS  mail  questionnaire  data  indicated  an  average 
hourly  rate  of  5h   cents  (table  3)» 

Daily  rates  obtained  from  the  two  inquiries  were  similar.  Weighting  the 
two  daily  rates  from  the  mailed  inquiry  together  gave  an  estimated  average 
of  $3.81  per  day  compared  with  $3*85  from  the  enumerative  survey.  In  the  AMS 
weighting  system,  however,  workers  paid  by  the  day  were  25  percent  of  all 
workers;  in  the  enumerative  survey  day  workers  were  Ik   percent  of  the  totalo 
Since  monthly  and  weekly  rates  are  of  little  importance  in  Mississippi,  they 
are  not  asked  on  the  mailed  questionnaire. 

The  enumerative  survey  data  showed  an  average  rate  for  cotton  pickers  of 
$2.55  per  hundredweight  of  cotton  picked  during  the  week  of  September  23-29* 
This  was  the  same  rate  obtained  by  mailed  response  from  crop  correspondents 
for  the  last  week  in  October  1956,  and  published  in  the  November  Farm  Labor 
(table  3). 

The  wage  rates  reported  on  the  mailed  inquiries  were  thus  fairly 
similar  to  those  derived  from  enumerative  survey  data.  The  AMS  weighting 
system,  set  up  by  regions,  would  be  expected  to  show  some  differences  from 
the  employment  pattern  for  individual  States  within  the  regions.  For  Missis- 
sippi, these  differences  appear  to  be  greatest  for  the  two  groups  of  workers 
that  constitute  the  majority  of  the  hired  farm  work  force  in  the  State — those 
hired  by  the  day  and  those  hired  on  a  piece-rate  basis.  The  ideal  arrangement 
for  computing  the  AMS  composite  hourly  wage  rates  would  be  to  obtain  current 
information  on  numbers  of  workers  and  hours  worked  by  basis  of  payment  for 
each  State.  The  major  problem  involved  would  be  that  of  obtaining  information 
on  average  hourly  cash  earnings  of  piece-rate  workers  from  mailed  inquiries. 

hj  Computed  by  weighting  average  hourly  earnings  of  cotton  pickers  per  farm 
by  number  of  cotton  pickers  earning  each  average  rate.  The  unweighted  average 
hourly  earnings  of  all  cotton  pickers  was  k6   cents  per  hour  (see  table  16). 
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Table  4.-  Farm  employment:  Farms  reporting  each  type  of  worker  and  number  of  workers  by  selected 
farm  characteristics,  Mississippi,  September  23-29,  1956 


Farm 

Total 

farms 

Unpaid  family  workers 

Hired  workers 

CliCtl    &\_  UC1   J.  O  \j  X  v_  -J 

:     Farms 

reporting     : 

Workers 

Farms 

reporting 

:             Workers 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Economic  class                    i 

I  -  II  -  III                       : 

10.8 

6 

6.7 

6 

17-7 

7 

7.3 

18 

73-7 

36 

IV                                        : 

23.7 

11 

17.2 

16 

60.1 

23 

8.6 

21 

38.2 

19 

V                                          : 

42.4 

20 

34.6 

32 

87.4 

3^ 

13.7 

33 

54.1 

27 

VI                                                          ! 

53-4 

25 

30.1 

28 

57-3 

22 

7.6 

18 

21.5 

11 

Part-time                            : 

32.0 

15 

13.5 

12 

26.5 

10 

3-1 

7 

11.8 

6 

Residential                          : 

48.3 

23 

7.1 

6 

9.5 

4 

1.2 

3 

1.2 

1 

Total        -                        : 

210.6 

100 

109.2 

100 

258.5 

100 

41.5 

100 

200.5 

100 

Type  of  farm                        i 

Cotton                                    : 

134.8 

64 

94.8 

87 

236.3 

91 

32.3 

78 

172.7 

86 

Cash  grain                            ; 

6.3 

3 

1.3 

1 

2.3 

1 

.8 

2 

8.1 

4 

Dairy                                      j 

12.2 

6 

5-0 

5 

6.5 

3 

3-1 

8 

9-7 

5 

Poultry                                  : 

6.7 

3 

1.2 

1 

M 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Other  livestock                 : 

27-2 

13 

2.7 

2 

M 

2 

4.1 

10 

8.8 

5 

All  other                            : 

23.4 

11 

4.2 

4 

4.8 

1 

1.2 

2 

1.2 

If 

Total                                  ; 

210.6 

100 

109.2 

100 

258.5 

100 

41.5 

100 

200.5 

100 

Size  of  farm                        ; 

Under  10  acres                    : 

25.6 

12 

13.0 

12 

21.5 

8 

1.1 

3 

2.5 

1 

10-49                                  J 

98.8 

47 

59.9 

55 

156.5 

61 

14.4 

35 

56.4 

28 

50-99                             : 

36.3 

17 

15.4 

14 

39.2 

15 

7.1 

17 

3^.1 

17 

100  -  179                           : 

31.2 

15 

13.2 

12 

26.1 

10 

8.6 

21 

30.5 

15 

180  -  999                           ! 

15.9 

8 

7-1 

6 

14.2 

6 

7-6 

18 

46.9 

24 

1000  and  over                     : 

2.8 

1 

.6 

1 

1.0 

V 

2.7 

6 

30.1 

15 

Total                                  ! 

210.6 

100 

109.2 

100 

258.5 

100 

1+1.5 

100 

200.5 

100 

Hours  worked  by  opera- 

tor on  own  farm  in           ! 

survey  week 

41.3 

20 

28.5 

11 

3.^ 

8 

8.0 

None                                      : 

4 

1-14 

33-  h 

16 

9-7 

4 

3-9 

10 

7.6 

4 

15-39 

43.2 

20 

^9-7 

19 

7*6 

18 

21.4 

11 

40  -  4-9 

30.6 

14 

41.4 

16 

6.9 

17 

33-1 

17 

50  -  59 

29.7 

14 

57.3 

22 

7.4 

18 

42.9 

21 

60  or  more 

32.4 

16 

.71.9 

28 

12.3 

29 

87.5 

1*3 

Total 

210.6 

100 

NA 

NA 

258.5 

100 

41.5 

100 

200.5 

100 

Number  hired  workers 

per  farm 

None 

169-1 

80 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

1 

9-5 

4 

9-5 

23 

9.5 

5 

2 

7.0 

3 

7.0 

17 

14.0 

7 

3 

7.6 

4 

7.6 

18 

22.7 

11 

4  -  5 

6.5 

3 

6.5 

15 

28.7 

15 

6-8 

6.2 

3 

6.2 

15 

42.5 

21 

9-20 

3-1 

2 

3-1 

8 

39-9 

19 

Over  20 

1.6 

\ 

1.6 

4 

43.2 

22 

Total 

210.6 

100 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

41.5 

100 

200.5 

100 

Number  acres  of 

cotton  harvested 

None 

!  65.5 

31 

11.3 

10 

17.1 

7 

8.6 

4 

1  -  5 

:     52.2 

25 

23.4 

21 

40.3 

16 

20.3 

10 

6-10 

:     51.0 

24 

39-4 

36 

86.6 

33 

34.4 

17 

11-15 

:     23.5 

11 

20.8 

19 

61.0 

24 

39.5 

20 

16-20 

:       8.6 

4 

8.0 

7 

36.7 

14 

20.8 

10 

21-100 

:       8.2 

4 

5-5- 

6 

15.0 

5 

51.9 

26 

Over  100 

:       1.6 

1 

.8 

1 

1.8 

1 

25.0 

13 

Total 

:  210.6 

100 

109.2 

100 

258.5 

100 

NA 

NA 

200.5 

100 

l/  Less  than  0.5  percent. 
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III.  THE  FARM  WORKING  FORCE 

The  Character  of  Farm  Employment  in  Mississippi 

Over  two-fifths  of  labor  force  employed  on  farms* 

Data  from  the  enumerative  survey  indicate  that  farm  employment  in 
Mississippi  totalled  about  628,000  during  the  week  of  September  23-29,  1956. 
This  includes  about  170,000  farm  operators  who  worked  one  hour  or  more  on 
their  own  farms  during  the  survey  week  5/  258*000  unpaid  family  workers  who 
worked  15  hours  or  more  on  their  family  farms;  and  about  200,000  persons  who 
worked  one  hour  or  more  for  pay  during  the  survey  week.  About  6  percent  of 
the  operators  who  worked  on  their  own  farms  also  reported  work  on  some  other 
farm,  and  about  ^1  percent  of  the  hired  workers  reported  work  on  more  than 
one  farm  during  the  survey  week.  Adjusting  for  some  of  the  effects  of  such 
multiple  jobholding  gives  an  estimate  of  approximately  535*000  persons  work- 
ing on  Mississippi  farms  during  the  survey  week.  6/  This  figure  may  still 
include  double -counting  of  hired  workers  who  worked  on  more  than  two  farms, 
and  of  unpaid  family  workers  who  worked  on  other  farms,  with  or  without  pay, 
in  addition  to  working  on  the  family  farm. 

In  September  1956  farm  employment  was  considerably  more  important  in 
Mississippi,  than  in  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  where  agriculture  employed 
only  about  10  percent  of  the  civilian  labor  force.  7/  The  1950  Census  of 
Population  indicated  that  employment  in  agriculture  was  about  kO,J  percent 
of  Mississippi's  civilian  labor  force  as  of  April  1,  1950.  8/  The  proportion 
would  be  expected  to  be  even  larger  in  September,  reflecting  the  seasonal 
increase  in  farm  employment  during  the  peak  harvest  month. 


5/  Figures  on  total  farm  employment  in  this  report  include  about  170,000 
farm  operators  who  reported  work  on  their  own  farms  during  the  survey  week. 
The  total  number  of  farm  operators  (or  farms),  210,600,  includes  over  41,000 
operators  who  were  working  on  other  farms,  doing  nonfarm  work,  or  were  other- 
wise occupied  off  their  farms  during  the  survey  week.  Data  presented  in 
tables  4-18  refer  to  total  farm  operators  or  farms. 

6/  For  explanation  of  estimates  of  total  farm  employment  during  the  survey 
week  see  Appendix  B. 

7/  Bureau  of  the  Census.  Annual  Report  on  the  Labor  Force:  1956.  Series 
P-50,  No.  72,  March  1957. 

8/  Bureau  of  the  Census.  U.  S.  Census  of  Population:  1950,  Vol.  II, 
Part  1.  Census  labor  force  data  relate  to  persons  aged  Ik   and  over.  This 
survey  relates  to  total  employment.  Since  many  children  enter  the  Mississippi 
farm  work  force  to  pick  cotton  during  the  harvest  season,  no  direct  comparison 
can  be  made  between  the  survey  and  Census  data. 
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Table  5>-  Percentage  of  farms  reporting  each  type  of  worker  and  average  number  of  workers 
per  farm  reporting  by  selected  farm  characteristics,  Mississippi,  September  23-29,  1956 


Total 

Operators 
who  worked 

Farms 

reporting 

unpaid 

family 

workers 

Farms 
reporting 

Average  number  workers 
per  farm  reporting 

characteristics 

farms 

on  own  farm 

hired 

Unpaid  family] 

Hired 

survey  week 

workers 

workers     ] 

workers 

Thousands 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Number 

Number 

Economic  class 

I  -  II  -  III 

10.8 

96 

61 

67 

1.6 

10.2 

IV 

23-7 

95 

73 

36 

3-5 

4.5 

V 

k2.k 

92 

82 

32 

2.5 

1*.0 

VI 

53- ^ 

92 

56 

Ik 

1-9 

2.8 

Part-time 

32.0 

70 

k2 

10 

2.0 

3-7 

Residential 

W.3 

3k 

15 

3 

1.3 

1.0 

Total 

210.6 

80 

52 

20 

2.1* 

1*.8 

Type  of  farm 

Cotton 

13U.8 

88 

70 

2k 

2.5 

5-3 

Cash  grain 

6.3 

65 

20 

13 

1.8 

10.1 

Dairy 

12.2 

92 

kl 

25 

1.3 

3-2 

Poultry 

6.7 

67 

18 

- 

3-5 

- 

Other  livestock 

27.2 

71 

10 

15 

1.6 

2.1 

All  other 

23.^ 

50 

18 

5 

1.1 

1.0 

Total 

210.6 

80 

52 

20 

2.1* 

i*.8 

Size  of  farm 

Under  10  acres 

25.6 

61 

51 

k 

1.7 

2.3 

10  -  1*9 

98.8 

85 

61 

15 

2.6 

3-9 

50  -  99 

36.3 

79 

h3 

20 

2.5 

1*.8 

100  -  179 

31.2 

79 

k2 

28 

2.0 

3.5 

180  -  999 

15.9 

88 

kk 

47 

2.0 

6.2 

1000  and  over 

2.8 

84 

22 

9k 

1.5 

11.2 

Total 

210.6 

80 

52 

20 

2.1* 

l*.8 

Hours  worked  by 

operator  on  own  farm 

in  survey  week 

None 

41.3 

32 

8 

2.1 

2.1* 

1  -  Ik 

33-4 

19 

12 

1.5 

1.9 

15  -  39 

1*3.2 

50 

18 

2-3 

2.8 

kO  -  k9 

30.6 

6k 

22 

2.1 

1+.8 

50  -  59 

:           29.7 

71 

25 

2.7 

5-8 

60  or  more 

32.4 

7k 

38 

3-0 

7.1 

Total 

:         210.6 

NA 

52 

20 

2.1* 

1*.8 

Number  acres  of 

cotton  harvested 

None 

!      65.5 

17 

1.5 

1-5 

:          52.2 

^5 

1.7 

6-10 

!           51.0 

77 

2.2 

11-15 

:          23.5 

89 

2.9 

16  -  20 

!            8.6 

93 

1*.6 

21  -  100 

:            8.2 

66 

2.7 

Over  100 

1.6 

50 

2.2 

Total 

210.6 

NA 

52 

NA 

2.1* 

NA 
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Most  farms  in  Mississippi  are  small-scale  operations* 

Although  the  average  size  of  farms  in  Mississippi  has  tended  to  increase 
since  the  1950  Census,  nearly  60  percent  were  under  50  acres  in  size  in  1956; 
3  percent  were  500  acres  or  larger.  9/  Only  6  percent  of  all  farms  earned 
$5,000  or  more  from  the  sale  of  farm  products  (Census  Economic  Classes  I,  II, 
or  III);  a  fourth  had  gross  income  from  the  sale  of  farm  products  of  $250  to 
$1,199  per  year  (Economic  Class  VI);  and  a  fifth  had  gross  farm  sales  of 
$1,200  to  $2,^99  per  year  (Economic  Class  V).  While  6k   percent  of  the  farms 
reported  cotton  as  their  major  product,  k$  percent  harvested  only  1  to  10  acres 
of  cotton,  and  only  5  percent  of  all  farms  harvested  over  20  acres  of  cotton. 

Farm  income  related  to  cotton  production. 

A  cross  classification  of  farms  "by  economic  class  of  farm  and  number  of 
acres  of  cotton  harvested  (table  7)  indicates  a  close  relationship  between 
number  of  acres  of  cotton  harvested  and  level  of  farm  income  in  Mississippi. 
All  farms  harvesting  over  100  acres  of  cotton  were  in  Economic  Classes  I  or 
II  with  gross  farm  incomes  of  $10,000  or  more.  Nearly  half  the  farms  harvest- 
ing one  to  five  acres  of  cotton  were  in  Economic  Class  VI,  and  an  additional 
kk   percent  were  part-time  or  residential  farms,  all,  having  gross  farm  incomes 
of  less  than  $1,200.  10/ 

Fifth  of  cotton  acreage  machine  harvested. 

About  92  percent  of  the  1^5,100  farms  harvesting  cotton  employed  hand 
pickers  only.  One  percent  used  only  machine  harvesters,  and  7  percent  used 
both  methods.  But  as  most  of  the  machine  harvesting  was  done  on  large-scale 
farms,  about  a  fifth  of  the  total  cotton  acreage  was  machine  harvested. 


9/  Sharecropper  units  are  treated  as  separate  farms.  One  factor  in  the 
increasing  size  of  farms  has  been  a  decline  in  sharecropping  with  an  attend- 
ant increase  in  proportion  of  farm  owners  who  employ  hired  labor  instead  of 
renting  out  their  land. 

10/  Generally,  this  relationship  between  number  of  acres  of  cotton  harvested 
and  economic  class  of  farm  appears  to  carry  over  into  the  relationship  between 
total  size  of  farms  in  acres  and  economic  class.  In  general,  farms  with  larger 
acreages  are  those  with  the  higher  incomes,  and  in  most  cases  employment 
characteristics  by  size  of  farm  in  acres  followed  a  pattern  similar  to  that 
shown  by  economic  class  of  farm.  The  following  discussion  will  be  based  pri- 
marily on  data  pertaining  to  economic  class  of  farm  data  unless  there  is  some 
significant  variation  in  the  information  revealed  by  the  size  of  farm  classi- 
fication. 
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Table  6.-  Percentage  distribution  of  farms  showing  economic  class 
of  farm  by  type  of  farm,  Mississippi,  1956 


Type  of  . 

;     Total 

farms 

Economic  class 

of  farm 

farm 

•               • 

IV 

:  y  : 

VI  • Part-time : 

Residential 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Cotton 

',   134.8 

100 

5 

14 

27 

34 

15 

5 

Cash  grain  : 

.   6.3 

100 

5 

5 

7 

15 

17 

51 

Dairy 

:  12.2 

100 

21 

19 

18 

14 

14 

14 

Poultry     : 

6.7 

100 

9 

- 

19 

6 

30 

36 

Other  live-  : 

stock     : 

27-2 

100 

1 

8 

4 

12 

25 

50 

All  other   : 

and       j 

unclassified  : 

2^.4 

100 

_ 

8 

<L 

4 

3 

00 

Total     : 

210.6 

100 

6 

11 

20 

25 

15 

23 

Table  7«-  Percentage  distribution  of  farms  showing  economic  class  of  farm 
by  number  of  acres  of  cotton  harvested,  Mississippi,  1956 


Number 

Economic  class 

of  farm 

acres   : 

Total 
farms 

of  cotton  • 

:i-ii-iii: 

IV 

:  V 

:  VI 

'Part-time' 

Residential 

harvested  : 

; 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

ESS. 

Pet. 

EsS« 

Pet. 

ESS- 

None 

65.5 

100 

3 

5 

5 

8 

18 

61 

1-5       ! 

-   52.2 

100 

1 

1 

5 

49 

29 

15 

6-10     : 

51.0 

100 

1 

8 

41 

39 

10 

1 

11-15     : 

23-5 

100 

4 

32 

53 

10 

1 

- 

16-20    : 

8.6 

100 

8 

63 

29 

- 

- 

- 

21-100    : 

,   8.2 

100 

57 

37 

6 

- 

- 

- 

Over  100    : 

1.6 

100 

100 

_ 

_ 

_ 

— 

— 

Total     i 

;  210.6 

100 

6 

11 

20 

25 

15 

23 
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Most  farm  workers  were  harvesting  cotton. 

Cotton  farmers  employed  91  percent  of  the  unpaid  family  workers  and 
86  percent  of  the  hired  farm  workers  reported  in  Mississippi  during  the  week 
of  September  23-29*  In  addition  the  proportion  of  cotton  farmers  who  put 
in  k-0  hours  or  more  on  their  farms  that  week  was  greater  than  that  of  any 
other  type  of  farm  operator  (table  10). 

Characteristics  of  the  Farm  Work  Force 

Over  two-fifths  were  unpaid  f ami  1 y  workers . 

About  half  the  farms  in  Mississippi  employed  a  total  of  258,000  unpaid 
family  workers  in  September  1956,  an  average  of  2.k  workers  per  farm  report- 
ing. Nearly  60  percent  of  the  unpaid  family  workers  were  employed  on  Economic 
Class  IV  and  V  farms;  over  a  fifth  worked  on  Economic  Class  VI  farms.  Larger 
proportions  of  the  Economic  Class  IV  and  V  operators  employed  unpaid  family 
labor  than  did  Economic  Class  VI  farmers,  and  they  also  employed  more  workers 
per  farm  than  did  Class  VI  operators. 

Over  90  percent  of  the  unpaid  family  workers  were  employed  on  cotton 
farms.  About  half  of  these  worked  on  farms  harvesting  1  to  10  acres  of  cot- 
ton; nearly  two-fifths  worked  on  farms  harvesting  11  to  20  acres  of  cotton. 

In  general,  more  family  members  worked  on  farms  where  the  operator 
worked  longer  hours.  Half  the  unpaid  family  workers  were  employed  on  farms 
where  the  operator  worked  50  hours  or  more  during  the  survey  week  (table  k). 

Number  of  hours  worked  greater  for  large-scale 
operators  than  for  small  farmers . 

About  20  percent  of  all  farm  operators  did  no  work  on  their  farms  dur- 
ing the  week  of  September  23-29>  and  about  kk  percent  worked  kO  hours  or  more. 
Most  of  those  who  did  no  work  on  their  own  farms  were  part-time  or  residen- 
tial 11/  farmers;  over  nine-tenths  of  the  commercial  ll/  farmers  put  in  some 
time  on  their  farms.  But,  while  nearly  all  the  Economic  Class  I,  II  and  III 
farmers  worked  kO  hours  or  more  on  their  farms,  less  than  60  percent  of  the 
Economic  Class  VI  farmers  did  so.  A  larger  proportion  of  the  cotton  and 
dairy  farmers  reported  long  work  hours  than  did  other  types  of  farmers.  For 
the  cotton  farmers  the  longer  work  hours  reflected  the  requirements  of  the 
harvesting  season;  the  longer  hours  worked  by  dairy  farmers  more  likely  re- 
flected the  particular  requirements  of  this  type  of  farming „ 

More  off -farm  work  done  by  small  farm  operators 
than  by  large-scale  operators. 

Of  the  estimated  210,600  farm  operators  in  Mississippi  in  September  1956, 
60  percent  did  some  off -farm  work  and  more  than  30  percent  did  100  days  or 
more  of  off -farm  work  during  the  year.  About  1*4-  percent  spent  250  days  or 

11/  See  Appendix  B  for  definitions  of  economic  classes  of  farms. 
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Table  9.-  Percentage  distribution  of  farms  showing  number  of  unpaid 
family  workers  per  farm  by  selected  farm  characteristics, 
Mississippi,  September  23-29,  1956 


Farm 
characteristics 

5    Total 

farms 

: Number  of 

unpaid  f  and 

.lv  workers 

-per  farm 

None  : 

1   ; 

2-3  ;  k 

or  more 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Economic  class 

I-II-III 

',       10.8 

100 

39 

23 

18 

20 

IV 

:   23.7 

100 

27 

17 

28 

28 

V 

k2.k 

100 

18 

30 

30 

22 

VI 

:   53  A 

100 

kk 

3k 

Ik 

8 

Part-time       : 

32.0 

100 

58 

28 

7 

7 

Residential      : 

ua.* 

100 

85 

10 

5 

_ 

Total         j 

210.6 

100 

48 

2k 

16 

12 

Tyoe  of  farm 

Cotton 

13^.8 

100 

30 

30 

22 

18 

Cash  grain 

6.3 

100 

80 

5 

15 

- 

Dairy 

12.2 

100 

59 

32 

9 

- 

Poultry 

:      6.7 

100 

82 

9 

- 

9 

Other  livestock  ' 

27.2 

100 

90 

7 

2 

1 

All  other 

2^.4 

100 

82 

15 

3 

_ 

Total         ; 

210.6 

100 

kQ 

2k 

16 

12 

Size  of  farm     : 

Under  10  acres 

25.6 

100 

50 

3h 

11 

5 

10  -  k9 

98.8 

100 

39 

2k 

20 

17 

50-99        : 

36.3 

100 

58 

22 

2 

11 

100  -  179 

31.2 

100 

58 

2k 

13 

5 

180  -  999 

.     15.9 

100 

55 

17 

2k 

k 

1000  -  and  over  ', 

2.8 

100 

78 

17 

5 

_ 

Total         ! 

:  210.6 

100 

kQ 

2k 

16 

12 

Number  acres  of  \ 

cotton  harvested  \ 

None           : 

65.5 

100 

83 

13 

3 

1 

1-5          : 

52.2 

100 

55 

32 

8 

5 

6-10         : 

51.0 

100 

23 

37 

26 

Ik 

11-15        : 

23.5 

100 

11 

18 

ko 

31 

16-20        : 

8.6 

100 

7 

12 

27 

5k 

21-100        : 

8.2 

100 

3h 

2k 

17 

25 

Over  100        : 

1.6 

100 

50 

— 

50 

_ 

Total         : 

210.6 

100 

kQ 

2k 

16 

12 
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more  at  off -farm  work.  Apparently  most  of  the  off -farm  work  done  by  the 
farm  operators  in  Mississippi  was  on  nonfarm  jobs.  During  the  survey  week, 
which  was  close  to  the  fall  peak  of  farm  activity,  only  8  percent  of  all 
farm  operators  reported  work  for  pay  on  other  farms.  12/ 

While  only  about  a  third  of  the  large-scale  Economic  Class  I,  II  and 
III  operators  worked  off  their  farms,  nearly  half  the  low- income  Economic 
Class  VI  operators  did  so.  Most  of  the  operators  who  worked  100  days  or  more 
off  their  farms  were  part-time  or  residential  farmers;  less  than  a  fifth  of 
the  Class  IV  and  V  farmers  and  about  a  fourth  of  the  Class  III  farmers  spent 
100  days  or  more  at  off -farm  work. 

The  proportion  of  operators  who  did  any  off -farm  work  also  varied 
inversely  with  number  of  acres  farmed.  But  operators  of  large  size  farms 
who  did  work  off  their  farms  averaged  more  time  at  off -farm  work  than  smaller 
operators  who  worked  off  their  farms  (table  11). 

Fewer  cotton,  dairy,  and  poultry  farmers  worked  off  their  farms  than 
did  other  types  of  farmers.  In  addition,  larger  proportions  of  cash -grain, 
livestock  13/  and  "all  other"  farmers  worked  100  days  or  more  off  their  farms 
than  cotton,  dairy  or  poultry  farmers. 

The  high  proportion  of  cash -grain  and  livestock  operators  who  were 
classed  as  part-time  or  residential  farmers  is  indicative  of  the  many  small 
farm  enterprises  on  which  farm  residents  raise  a  few  livestock  or  grow  a 
few  acres  of  corn  providing  a  small  income  that  is  supplemented  by  a  nonfarm 
Job.  For  example,  70  percent  of  all  cash-grain  operators  held  off -farm  jobs; 
kQ  percent  worked  for  250  days  or  more  off  their  farms.  A  similar  situation 
existed  on  livestock  and  "all  other  farms." 

Few  farm  operators  worked  for  pay  on  other  farms. 

Only  8  percent  of  the  farmers  in  Mississippi  did  any  wage  labor  or 
custom  work  on  other  farms  during  the  week  of  September  23-29>  1956.  Very 
few  did  custom  work  involving  the  use  of  a  machine  together  with  the  services 


12/  A  special  survey  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  on  multiple  job- 
holding  in  the  United  States  in  July  1956  indicated  that  a  larger  proportion 
of  wage  and  salary  workers  in  agriculture  held  more  than  one  job  than  was  the 
case  for  self-employed  farmers.  The  secondary  job  for  farm  wage  workers  was 
likely  to  be  another  farm  wage  job,  while  the  secondary  job  for  farm  operators 
was  more  likely  to  be  nonfarm  wage  or  salary  work.  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
Current  Population  Reports  -  Labor  Force,  "Multiple  Jobholding:  July  1956", 
Series  P-50,  No.  fh,   April  1957* 

13/  Livestock  farms  other  than  dairy  and  poultry  farms  are  referred  to  as 
"livestock  farms"  in  this  discussion. 
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Table  12.-  Percentage  distribution  of  farms  showing  major  source 
of  income  by  selected  farm  characteristics,  Mississippi, 
September  23-29,  1956 


:     Major  source  of 

Farm 

Total  farms 

:      income 

in  1956 

characteristics 

• 

Farm 

;  Off -farm 

• 

:  Thousands 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Economic  class 

I  -  II  -  III 

:    10.8 

100 

92 

8 

IV 

i          23-7 

100 

95 

5 

V 

5     1*2.1* 

100 

9h 

6 

VI 

l       53. ^ 

100 

100 

- 

Part-time 

:    32.0 

100 

8 

92 

Residential 

:    1*8.3 

100 

10 

90 

Total            ! 

:    210.6 

100 

63 

37 

Type  of  farm 

Cotton            ! 

:    131*.  8 

100 

82 

18 

Cash  grain         : 

6.3 

100 

32 

68 

Dairy             : 

12.2 

100 

79 

21 

Poultry            : 

6.7 

100 

28 

72 

Other  livestock     : 

27.2 

100 

23 

77 

All  other          : 

23.  h 

100 

11 

89 

Total            j 

210.6 

100 

63 

37 

Size  of  farm       : 

Under  10  acres      \ 

25.6 

100 

1*2 

58 

10-U9           j 

98.8 

100 

69 

31 

50-99           J 

36.3 

100 

58 

1*2 

100  -  179         s 

31.2 

100 

61 

39 

180  -  999         : 

15.9 

100 

79 

21 

1000  and  over       : 

2.8 

100 

50 

50 

Total            j 

210.6 

100 

63 

37 

-  2k   - 

Table  13.-  Percentage  distribution  of  farms  showing  number  of  hired  workers 

per  farm  by  selected  farm  characteristics,  Mississippi, 

September  23-29,  1956 


Farm 

;   Total  - 
:   farms 

Number  of 

hired  workers  per  farm 

OhftT*ft<"!t.e»-ri  sti  r.R 

>          • 

•       • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

None 

1 

:  a  : 

•    # 

3  : 

• 

^-5 : 

• 

6-8 ; 

• 

9-20;0ver  20 

• 

3 

:Thou. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Economic  class 

I  -  II  -  III 

:  10.8 

100 

33 

7 

6 

16 

— 

12 

13 

13 

IV 

:  23.7 

100 

64 

8 

7 

4 

4 

8 

5 

V 

:  42.4 

100 

68 

8 

6 

5 

9 

3 

1 

1/ 

VI 

:  53.4 

100 

86 

4 

2 

4 

2 

2 

- 

Part-time 

:  32.0 

100 

90 

1 

2 

2 

3 

2 

- 

- 

Residential 

:  48.3 

100 

97 

3 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Total         : 

:210.6 

100 

80 

4 

3 

4 

3 

3 

2 

1 

Type  of  farm 

Cotton          ! 

134.8 

100 

76 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 

2 

1 

Cash  grain       : 

6.3 

100 

87 

3 

- 

7 

- 

- 

- 

3 

Dairy           ! 

12.2 

100 

75 

2 

2 

13 

8 

- 

- 

- 

Poultry          ! 

6.7 

100 

100 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Other  livestock   : 

27.2 

100 

86 

8 

3 

1 

1 

1 

- 

- 

All  other        \ 

23.4 

100 

95 

5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Total         : 

210.6 

100 

80 

4 

3 

4 

3 

3 

2 

1 

Size  of  farm      : 

Under  10  acres    : 

25.6 

100 

96 

1 

2 

_ 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

10-49         : 

98.8 

100 

85 

4 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

i/ 

50-99         s 

36.3 

100 

80 

4 

2 

3 

4 

5 

2 

100  -  179       : 

31.2 

100 

72 

8 

4 

6 

6 

2 

1 

1 

180  -  999       J 

15-9 

100 

53 

2 

14 

10 

6 

5 

8 

2 

1000  and  over     : 

2.8 

100 

6 

33 

- 

16 

- 

6 

6 

33 

Total         : 

210.6 

100 

80 

4 

3 

4 

3 

3 

2 

1 

l/  Less  than  0.5  percent, 
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of  the  operator.  These  were  large-scale  cotton  farmers  who  machine -harvested 
cotton  on  other  farms .  Most  of  the  farmers  who  did  other  than  custom  work 
on  other  farms  did  no  work  on  their  own  farms  during  the  survey  week.  They 
were  largely  small-scale  and  part-time  operators. 

Farms  were  major  source  of  income  for  most  farmers. 

According  to  the  195^  Census  of  Agriculture,  26.5  percent  of  the  farmers 
in  Mississippi  reported  that  other  income  exceeded  the  value  of  farm  products 
sold.  In  the  1956  enumerative  survey,  about  37  percent  of  the  farmers 
reported  family  off -farm  income  greater  than  gross  farm  sales.  Most  of  these 
were  part-time  and  residential  farmers,  although  a  few  Economic  Class  III, 
IV  and  V  commercial  farmers  reported  off -farm  income  greater  than  the 
value  of  farm  products  sold.  About  four-fifths  of  the  cotton  and  dairy 
farmers  reported  gross  farm  income  greater  than  off -farm  income,  but  the 
majority  of  all  other  types  of  farmers  received  the  greater  part  of  their 
income  from  off -farm  sources  in  1956. 

One-fifth  of  the  farmers  hired  labor . 

Most  of  the  hired  labor  was  employed  on  relatively  large-scale  farms. 
Two-thirds  of  the  Economic  Class  I,  II  and  III  farmers  and  only  one-seventh 
of  the  Economic  Class  VI  farmers  hired  labor  during  the  survey  week.  About 
one-seventh  of  the  Class  I,  II  and  III  farmers  hired  over  20  workers  per  farm. 
A  few  of  the  low- income  Class  VT  farmers  hired  as  many  as  6  to  8  workers  dur- 
ing the  week  of  September  23-29  to  pick  cotton  (table  13). 

About  25  percent  of  the  cotton  and  dairy  farmers  hired  wage  labor,  but 
less  than  1^  percent  of  the  cash-grain  and  livestock  farmers,  and  only  5  per- 
cent of  all  other  types  of  farmers  hired  help  on  their  farms  during  the  survey 
week. 

Most  of  the  hired  workers  were  employed  on  a  piece-rate  basis. 

About  83  percent  of  all  hired  farm  workers  in  Mississippi  during  the 
week  of  September  23-29  were  employed  on  a  piece-rate  basis.  Most  of  these 
were  hired  to  pick  cotton.  About  Ik   percent  of  the  hired  workers  were  hired 
by  the  day;  3  percent  were  hired  by  the  month,  week,  or  hour.  Large-scale 
dairy  or  livestock  farms  employed  the  largest  proportions  of  time-rate 
workers  (table  lk)» 

Cotton  pickers  earned  $2.55  per  hundr edwe ight  of  cotton  picked. 

In  most  cases,  large-scale  operators  paid  higher  wage  rates  on  a  time 
basis  than  smaller  farmers,  but  they  also  required  longer  hours  of  work 
(table  15).  The  average  farm  hand  hired  by  the  month  earned  about  $96  for 
200  hours  of  work.  The  average  weekly  worker  earned  about  $28  for  68  hours 
of  work.  Day  laborers  on  Mississippi  farms  were  paid  an  average  of  $3*85  for 
about  9  hours  of  work.  The  relatively  few  workers  hired  by  the  hour  were 


-  26  - 


Table  Ik.-   Percentage  distribution  of  farms  reporting  hired  workers  and  total  hired  workers 
showing  basis  of  payment  by  selected  farm  characteristics,  Mississippi, 

September  23-29,  1956 


Percent  of  total  hired  workers 
by  basis  of  payment 


Farm 
characteristics 


Farms 

reporting 

hired 

workers 


Percent  of  farms  reporting 
by  basis  of  payment 


Monthly 


Weekly 


Daily 


Hourly 


Piece- 
rate 


Total 

hired 

workers 


Monthly 


Weekly 


Daily 


Hourly 


Piece- 
rate 


Thou.  Pet.  Pet. 


Pet. 


Pet.  Pet. 


Pet.  Thou.  Pet.  Pet. 


Pet.  Pet.  Pet. 


Economic  class 


III 


I  -  II 

IV 

V 

VI 

Part-time 

Residential 

Total 

Type  of  farm 

Cotton 

Cash  grain 

Dairy 

Poultry 

Other  livestock 

All  other 

Total 

Size  of  farm 

Under  10  acres 
10  -  49 
50  -  99 
100  -  179 
180  -  999 
1000  and  over 

Total 


11.2 
9-2 

14.2 
7.6 
3-1 
1.2 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


20 
7 
3 


46.5  100 


35.0  100 
1.6  100 
4.1  100 


3 
40 
26 


1.1 
14.4 

7.3 

8.6 
10.3 

4.8 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


8 
12 
30 


46.5  100 


Total 

Number  acres  of 
cotton  harvested 

None 
1  -  5 
6-10 
11-15 
16  -  20 
21-100 
Over  100 

Total 


46.5     100 


5-2 
7.8 
13.3 
7-5 
2.9 
6.6 
3.2 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


12 
12 

4 


10 
15 


46.5    100 


36 

19 
15 
14 
11 
100 


38 
69 
82 
86 


73-7 
38.2 
54.1 
21.5 
11.8 
1.2 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


23         1/ 


68      200.5     100 


15 


9 
40 
48 


1/ 


20 
11 


172.7    100 

8.1     100 
9.7    100 


1 

8 

19 


10 


4 

19 
26 
39 
47 


100 
96 
81 
66 
37 
23 


2.5 
56.4 
34.1 
30.5 
46.9 
30.1 


100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 


23     1/ 


68      200.5    100 


Number  hired 

workers  per  farm 

1 

9-5 

100 

15 

_ 

36 

2 

7.6 

100 

4 

6 

17 

3 

9.1 

100 

10 

7 

21 

4  -  5 

6.5 

100 

- 

- 

20 

6-8 

6.4 

100 

3 

- 

8 

9-20 

4.1 

100 

- 

- 

20 

Over  20 

3-3 

100 

14 

- 

38 

49 

9-5 

100 

15 

73 

14.0 

100 

4 

62 

22.7 

100 

6 

80 

28.7 

100 

- 

89 

42.5 

100 

1 

76 

39-9 

100 

- 

48 

U3.2 

100 

2 

23      1/ 


68      200.5     100 


12 

4 


73 

35 

7 

2 

22 

45 


3 

8.6 

100 

8 

53 

20.3 

100 

7 

85 

34.4 

100 

3 

96 

39-5 

100 

- 

100 

20.8 

100 

- 

68 

51.9 

100 

1 

40 

25.0 

100 

3 

23      1/ 


68      200.5    100 


1 

20 

1 

9 

- 

11 

- 

5 

- 

18 

- 

100 

14 


7 
14 
61 


1 

4 

20 

19 

38 


14 


_ 

36 

4 

14 

3 

16 

- 

21 

- 

7 

_ 

4 

- 

21 

83 
26 

8 
1/ 


38 


14 


1/ 


1/ 


1/ 


14        1/ 


1/ 


Pet. 


74 
88 
88 
95 
82 


83 


92 
78 
14 


4.6  100 
1.2  100 

14 

10 

76 
100 

: 

- 

8.8  100 
1.2  100 

7 

6 

87 

100 

- 

- 

46.5  100 

7 

2 

23 

y 

68 

200.5  100 

2 

1 

14 

1/ 

83 

100 
99 
96 
78 
74 
56 


83 


49 
78 
75 
79 
92 
95 
77 


83 


2 

67 
88 

99 

100 

91 

59 


83 


1/  Less  than  0.5  percent. 

2/  Numbers  of  farms  do  not  agree  with  other  tables  because  of  double-counting  of  farms  hiring  workers  on 
more  than  one  basis  of  payment. 
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Table  15.-  Average  hours  worked  and  wages  earned  for  hired  farm  workers  according  to  hasis  of 
payment  by  selected  farm  characteristics,  Mississippi,  September  23-29,  1956 


Farm 

Monthly 

Weekly 

Daily 

Hourly 

characteristics 

:   Hours  : 

Wages 

Hours 

:  Wages 

Hours 

:  Wages  1/ 

Wages 

:   worked  : 

earned 

worked 

:  earned 

worked 

:  earned 

earned 

:  Number 

Dollars 

Number 

Dollars 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Economic  class 

I  -  II  -  III 

:    217 

110 

78 

30 

10 

4.15 

.60 

IV 

60 

36 

54 

25 

9 

3-35 

- 

V 

270 

85 

- 

- 

8 

3.85 

- 

VI 

- 

- 

- 

- 

9 

2.85 

- 

Part-time 

- 

- 

- 

- 

8 

3-00 

- 

Residential 

- 

- 

- 

- 

9 

4.00 

- 

Total 

200 

96 

68 

28 

9 

3.85 

.60 

Type  of  farm 

Cotton 

244 

157 

_ 

- 

10 

4.15 

.60 

Cash  grain 

252 

85 

- 

- 

9 

4.15 

- 

Dairy 

200 

79 

78 

30 

10 

3.00 

- 

Poultry 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Other  livestock 

60 

36 

54 

25 

8 

3.90 

- 

All  other 

- 

- 

- 

- 

9 

4.00 

- 

Total 

200 

96 

68 

28 

9 

3.85 

.60 

Size  of  farm 

Under  10  acres 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

10-49 

- 

- 

- 

- 

8 

4.00 

- 

50-99 

- 

- 

- 

- 

10 

3.35 

- 

100  -  179 

60 

36 

- 

- 

9 

3.20 

- 

180-999 

200 

79 

68 

28 

9 

3.90 

.60 

1000  and  over 

251 

137 

- 

- 

10 

4.20 

- 

Total 

200 

96 

68 

28 

9 

3-85 

.60 

Number  of  hired 

workers  per  farm     • 

1 

156 

56 

_ 

_ 

8 

3.70 

_ 

2 

2U0 

74 

54 

25 

10 

4.75 

- 

3 

210 

84 

78 

30 

10 

3.65 

- 

4  -  5 

- 

- 

- 

- 

8 

3.25 

- 

6  -  8 

250 

278 

- 

- 

9 

3-55 

- 

9-20 

- 

- 

- 

- 

9 

4.30 

.60 

Over  20 

210 

140 

- 

- 

10 

4.20 

- 

Total 

200 

96 

68 

28 

9 

3.85 

.60 

Number  acres  of 

cotton  harvested 

None 

60 

36 

78 

30 

9 

4.05 

_ 

1-5 

210 

84 

- 

- 

8 

3.20 

- 

6-10 

220 

75 

54 

25 

9 

3.10 

- 

11  -  15 

• 

- 

- 

16 

6.00 

.60 

16  -  20 

> 

., 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

21  -.100 

:    252 

74 

- 

- 

8 

3.70 

- 

Over  100 

:    228 

207 

- 

- 

10 

4.30 

- 

Total 

1    200 

96 

68 

28 

9 

3.85 

.60 

l/  Rounded  to  the  nearest  5  cents. 
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Table  16.-  Farms  reporting  cotton  pickers,  number  cotton  pickers,  average 
price  per  cwt.  picked  per  worker,  and  average  wages  and  hours  per 
cotton  picker  by  selected  farm  characteristics,  Mississippi, 

September  23-29,  1956 


Farm 
characteristics 

\     Farms 
\ report ing, 
\     cotton 
\  pickers 

• 

:  Number: 
:   cotton: 
: pickers: 

• 

< 

Average  rate 
per  worker  per: 
cwt.  picked  l/: 

1 

4 

i 

Average 

wages  per 

cotton  picker, 

Sept.   23-29j/ 

'Average  hours 
,  worked  per 
[cotton  picker 
.Sept.   23-29 

:     Thou. 

Thou. 

Dol9 

Pol. 

No. 

Economic  class 

I  -  II  -  III 

:       k.2 

55.1 

2.50 

3  8.95 

39 

IV 

1      6.1+ 

33.8 

2.70 

19.55 

39 

V 

:     11.1+ 

V7.3 

2.55 

13.30 

31 

VI 

:       6.5 

20.1+ 

2.1+5 

IO.85 

25 

Part-time 

:       2.8 

9.7 

2.50 

7.1+5 

22 

Residential 

; 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Total                     : 

:     31.3 

166.3 

2.55 

15.80 

31* 

Size  of  farm           : 

Under  10  acres       : 

1.1 

2.1+ 

2.35 

15.60 

32 

10  -  1+9                    : 

13.6 

55.5 

2.50 

13.70 

32 

50-99                    : 

5.9 

32.7 

2.60 

16.10 

35 

100  -  179                 : 

5.7 

23.7 

2.75 

1^.75 

28 

180  -  999                : 

3.9 

31+.1+ 

2.65 

20.20 

1+0 

1000  and  over          : 

1.1 

17.6 

2.20 

II+.85 

35 

Total                     : 

31.3 

166.3 

2.55 

15.80 

3^ 

Number  acres  of     : 

cotton  harvested   : 

1-5                       : 

h.3 

13.8 

2.65 

8.30 

23 

6-10                     : 

11.1 

29.9 

2.35 

11.80 

27 

11  -  15                   : 

7.2 

39.0 

2.75 

15.1+0 

33 

16-20                    s 

2.9 

20.8 

2.60 

19.05 

38 

21-100                 : 

*.5 

^7.3 

2.50 

17.95 

38 

Over  100                    : 

1.3 

15.5 

2.1+5 

20.1+0 

^5 

Total                    : 

31.3 

166.3 

2.55 

15.80 

3^ 

l/  Rounded  to  the  nearest  5  cents, 
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paid  an  average  of  60  cents  per  hour .  All  of  the  hourly  workers  and  about 
k6  percent  of  those  hired  by  the  day  were  furnished  housing  in  addition  to 
cash  wages.  14/   No  wage  rate  data  were  obtained  for  piece-rate  workers,  but 
it  was  assumed  that  since  most  of  these  were  hired  to  pick  cotton,  the  aver- 
age earnings  of  cotton  pickers  provided  a  representative  estimate  of  the 
earnings  of  all  piece-rate  workers.  Cotton  pickers  earned  an  average  of 
$15.80  per  week  for  about  3^  hours  of  work.  The  average  composite  rate  for 
all  hired  workers  was  k$   cents  per  hour  during  the  week  of  September  23-29. 

Nine-tenths  were  seasonal  workers . 

Nine-tenths  of  the  Mississippi  hired  farm  work  force  were  seasonal 
workers  employed  for  less  than  150  days  at  farm  wage  work  during  1956.  The 
195^  Census  indicated  85  percent  of  the  hired  farm  workers  in  Mississippi, 
as  compared  to  75  percent  in  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  were  employed  on 
farms  fewer  than  150  days  during  the  year. 

Economic  Class  I,  II  and  III  farms  hired  four-fifths  of  the  regular 
workers  and  a  third  of  the  seasonal  workers  (table  17).  None  of  the  Class  VI 
farmers  hired  workers  for  150  days  or  more,  but  these  low- income  farmers  hired 
12  percent  of  all  seasonal  workers  reported  in  the  week  of  September  23-29 
for  the  purpose  of  harvesting  their  cotton.  Cotton  farmers  hired  73  percent 
of  the  regular  and  88  percent  of  the  seasonal  workers.  Dairy  and  other  live- 
stock farmers  hired  2k   percent  of  the  regular,  but  only  8  percent  of  the 
seasonal  workers. 

Table  17  shows  the  distribution  of  regular  and  seasonal  workers  by  total 
number  of  workers  hired  per  farm. 

Two-fifths  worked  on  more  than  one  farm. 

As  the  survey  was  taken  during  the  cotton  harvesting  season,  it  is 
likely  many  of  these  workers  were  actually  holding  more  than  one  farm  job  in 
the  same  week.  Seasonal  workers  hired  to  pick  cotton  could  harvest  the  crop 
on  one  small  farm  and  move  on  to  another  within  the  same  week.  The  data 
indicated  that  62  percent  of  the  workers  hired  on  Economic  Class  VI  farms, 
and  72  percent  of  those  hired  on  Class  V  farms  worked  on  more  than  one  farm 
during  the  survey  week,  whereas  only  about  13  percent  of  those  employed  on 
Class  I,  II,  and  III  farms  worked  on  more  than  one  farm  (table  17).  A  larger 


Ik/  No  information  was  obtained  in  this  survey  on  housing  furnished  monthly 
or  weekly  workers  because  of  the  relatively  small  numbers  of  workers  hired  on 
these  bases  in  Mississippi.  Previous  information  indicates  that  larger  pro- 
portions of  workers  hired  by  the  month  or  by  the  week  are  Burnished  housing 
than  is  the  case  for  daily  or  hourly  workers.  See  Perquisites  Furnished  Hired 
Farm  Workers,  United  States  and  Major  Regions,  19^5,  BAE  Surveys  of  Wages  and 
Wage  Rates  in  Agriculture,  Report  No.  15,  Uo  S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  Sept.  I9U6,  p.  2k;   and  U.S.  Census  of  Agriculture,  1950.  Vol. 
I,  Part  22,  Economic  Area  Table  2,  p.  15^. 
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Table  17«-  Percentage  distribution  of  hired  farm  workers  according  to  duration  of  farm 

employment  and  percent  holding  two  or  more  farm  jobs  by  selected 

farm  characteristics,  Mississippi,  September  23-29,  1956 


Farm 
characteristics 

:  Total  hired 
:    workers 

Employed  150 

days  or  more 

in  1956 

Employed  less 
than  150  days 
in  1956 

Total  hired 
workers 

Employed  on 
two  or  more 
farms  Sept. 
23-29 

:  Thou. 

Pet. 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Thou. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Economic  class 

I  -  II  -  III 

i  73-7 

36 

80 

32 

100 

13 

IV 

:  38.2 

19 

16 

19 

100 

27 

V 

:  5k.l 

27 

1* 

29 

100 

72 

VI 

:  21.5 

11 

- 

12 

100 

62 

Part-time 

:  11.8 

6 

- 

7 

100 

79 

Residential 

:   1.2 

1 

- 

1 

100 

100 

Total 

:  200.5 

100 

18.1+ 

100 

182.1 

100 

100 

1*1 

Type  of  farm 

Cotton 

!  172.7 

86 

73 

88 

100 

1*0 

Cash  grain 

8.1 

1* 

3 

i* 

100 

1*0 

Dairy 

9.7 

5 

15 

1* 

100 

1*8 

Poultry 

: 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Other  livestock 

:   8.8 

5 

9 

1* 

100 

1*1* 

All  other 

•   1.2 

i/ 

- 

V 

100 

100 

Total 

200.5 

100 

18.1* 

100 

182.1 

100 

100 

1*1 

Size  of  farm 

Under  10  acres 

2.5 

1 

_ 

1 

100 

63 

10  -  1*9 

56.U 

28 

- 

31 

10c 

69 

50  -  99 

3^.1 

17 

7 

18 

100 

57 

100  -  179 

30.5 

15 

1* 

16 

100 

1*3 

180  -  999 

1*6.9 

2l* 

26 

21* 

100 

18 

1000  and  over 

30.1 

15 

63 

10 

100 

2 

Total 

200.5 

100 

18.1* 

100 

182.1 

100 

100 

1*1 

Hours  worked  by 

operator  on  own  farm 

survey  week 

None 

8.0 

100 

57 

1  -  Ik 

7-6 

100 

37 

15-39 

21.4 

100 

51 

1*0  -  1*9 

33-1 

100 

57 

50-59 

1*2.9 

100 

62 

60  or  more 

87-5 

100 

21 

Total            ! 

200.5 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

100 

1*1 

Number  of  hired 

workers  per  farm 

1 

9-5 

5 

8 

1* 

100 

30 

2 

ll*.0 

7 

9 

7 

100 

1*0 

3 

22.7 

11 

15 

11 

100 

39 

k  -  5 

28.7 

15 

3 

16 

100 

65 

6  -  8 

1*2.5 

21 

10 

22 

100 

62 

9-20 

39-9 

19 

3 

22 

100 

33 

Over  20 

1*3.2 

22 

52 

18 

100 

16 

Total 

200.5 

100 

18.1* 

100 

182.1 

100 

100 

1*1 

l/  Less  than  0.5  percent. 
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proportion  of  the  workers  hired  by  dairy  and  other  livestock  farmers  worked 
on  more  than  one  farm  than  did  those  hired  by  cotton  and  cash-grain  farmers. 

Over  two-thirds  lived  on  farms. 

One-fifth  of  the  workers  lived  on  the  reporting  farm;  half  lived  on 
some  other  farm.  About  26  percent  of  the  hired  farm  workers  in  Mississippi 
lived  in  towns  and  cities;  5  percent  lived  in  open-country  nonfarm  residences. 
The  variations  among  different  classes  of  farms  in  the  residence  patterns  of 
the  hired  workers  suggest  that  part  of  them  were  day-haul  workers.  Half  the 
workers  hired  on  Economic  Class  I,  II,  and  III  farms  lived  in  towns  or  cities, 
while  fewer  than  a  tenth  of  those  hired  by  Class  VI  farmers  and  a  fifth  of 
those  hired  by  part-time  farmers  lived  in  towns  or  cities.  The  town  or  city 
dwellers  among  the  hired  farm  workers  were  all  employed  on  cotton,  cash -grain 
or  livestock  farms.  On  farms  hiring  over  20  workers,  56  percent  of  the 
workers  lived  in  towns  or  cities.  The  proportion  was  considerably  smaller  on 
farms  hiring  fewer  workers  (table  18). 

Few  migratory  workers. 

Fewer  than  2,000  migratory  workers,  accounting  for  about  1  percent  of 
all  hired  workers,  were  in  Mississippi  during  the  week  of  September 
23-29«  This  figure  appears  low,  especially  since  a  large  seetion  in  the 
northwestern  part  of  the  State,  as  well  as  part  of  the  southern  delta  area, 
lie  in  the  path  of  important  migratory  labor  routes. 

It  is  often  difficult  to  obtain  information  on  numbers  of  migratory  15/ 
workers.  Often  the  farm  operator  doesn't  know  where  his  workers  are  from, 
especially  if  he  obtains  his  hired  help  through  a  labor  contractor.  Thus, 
some  underenumeration  of  migratory  workers  is  possible. 

It  should  be  kept  in  mind,  however,  that  most  of  the  farm  operations 
were  on  a  relatively  small  scale  and  did  not  require  large  numbers  of  workers. 
Only  1  percent  of  the  farms  hired  more  than  20  workers  per  farm  and  5  percent 
hired  6  to  20  workers  (table  4).  Another  explanation  may  lie  in  the  wide- 
spread employment  of  day-haul  workers  in  Mississippi.  The  residence  pattern 
for  hired  workers  during  the  week  of  September  23-29  showed  substantial  pro- 
portions of  town  or  city  dwellers  among  the  workers  on  farms  hiring  relatively 
large  numbers  of  workers. 

The  farms  that  reported  migratory  workers  were  large-scale  cotton  and 
cash-grain  farms.  These  were  farms  on  which  the  operators  put  in  well  over 
kO   hours  of  work  and  on  which,  on  the  average,  more  than  20  workers  were  hired 
per  farm.  Migrants  accounted  for  about  a  fifth  of  the  hired  workers  on  the 
farms  on  which  they  were  reported. 

15/  Migratory  workers  include  persons  who  left  their  homes  temporarily  to 
work  at  seasonal  farm  jobs  outside  their  home  counties  with  the  expectation 
of  returning  home.  Workers  who  commute  daily  across  a  county  line  to  do  farm 
wage  work  and  persons  who  made  a  more  or  less  permanent  move  to  take  a  steady 
job  in  another  county  are  not  considered  migratory  workers. 
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Table  18.-  Percentage  distribution  of  hired  workers  according  to  residence 
by  selected  farm  characteristics,  Mississippi,  September  23-24,  1956 


Residence  of 

hired  workers 

Farm 
characteristics 

Trvf-.pl  hlrprl 

workers 

This 

:  Some 
i  other 

i     Town 

* Open-country 

farm 

:  farm 

:  city 

[     nonfarm 

[Thousands 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Economic  class 

I  -  II  -  III 

1   73-7 

100 

34 

16 

50 

— 

IV 

:   38.2 

100 

21 

53 

15 

11 

V 

:   54.1 

100 

8 

76 

10 

6 

VI 

:   21-5' 

100 

13 

81 

6 

- 

Part-time 

:   11.8 

100 

1 

61 

20 

18 

Residential 

J..2 

100 

- 

100 

- 

- 

Total 

200.5 

100 

20 

49 

26 

5 

Type  of  farm 

Cotton             : 

172.7 

100 

19 

52 

25 

k 

Cash  grain          ! 

8.1 

100 

32 

- 

68 

- 

Dairy              : 

9-7 

100 

32 

68 

- 

- 

Poultry            : 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Other  livestock      ! 

8.8 

100 

28 

25' 

23 

2k 

All  other 

1.2 

100 

- 

100 

- 

- 

Total            ! 

200.5 

100 

20 

49 

26 

5 

Size  of  farm        : 

Under  10  acres      J 

2.5 

100 

_ 

100 

_ 

_ 

10  -  k9                             : 

56.4 

100 

4 

72 

23 

1 

50-99           J 

34.1 

*  100 

Ik 

64 

Ik 

8 

100  -  179         s 

30.5 

100 

7 

56 

18 

19 

180  -  999         : 

46.9 

100 

31 

31 

38 

- 

1000  and  over       : 

30.1 

100 

56 

10 

3k 

- 

Total            : 

200.5 

100 

20 

49 

26 

5 

Number  of  hired      j 

s 

workers 

per 

farm 

1 

9.5 

100 

23 

50 

ik 

13 

2 

:   14.0 

100 

37 

58 

5 

- 

3 

22.7 

100 

23 

71 

6 

- 

k   -  5 

:   28.7 

100 

8 

76 

10 

6 

6  -  8 

1+2.5 

100 

Ik 

50 

21 

15 

9-20 

39-9 

100 

Ik 

56 

30 

- 

Over  20 

43.2 

100 

3k 

10 

56 

- 

Total 

200.5 

100 

20 

k9 

26 

5 
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APPENDIX  A 

SURVEY  DESIGN 

The  sample  of  area  segments  for  the  survey  was  designed  to  give  about 
800  expected  eligible  farms  (195^  Census  basis).  Insofar  as  possible  the 
same  counties  and  segments  that  had  been  used  in  the  June  1956  Research 
Survey  l/  were  used.  They  were  supplemented  by  additional  counties  and  seg- 
ments to  obtain  an  800-farm  sample. 

The  sample  was  stratified  by  Crop  Reporting  Districts.  Sampling  rates 
varied  among  districts,  each  rate  being  calculated  to  give  an  expected  number 
of  eligible  farms  proportional  to  the  total  value  of  products  sold  by  farms 
in  the  district  during  195^« 

Within  each  Crop  Reporting  District  the  sample  was  a  two-stage  sample, 
designed  to  be  self -weighted.  Primary  sampling  units  were  single  counties 
or  groups  of  counties  drawn  systematically  from  an  alphabetical  list,  with 
probability  proportional  to  the  number  of  Census  195^  farms.  The  scheme 
resulted  in  the  selection  of  6l  of  the  82  counties  in  Mississippi. 

Within  the  sample  counties  the  number  of  sample  segments  to  be  drawn 
was  determined  in  such  a  way  that  all  farms  within  a  Crop  Reporting  District 
had  equal  chance  of  being  drawn.  These  numbers  usually  exceeded  the  number 
of  segments  used  for  these  counties  in  the  June  1956  Research  Survey.  The 
required  segments  were  therefore  obtained  by  using  the  June  segments  plus  a 
number  of  additional  ones,  drawn  systematically  from  all  segments  in  the 
county. 

The  sample  of  farms  was  considered  adequate  to  give  State  estimates 
for  such  basic  items  as  numbers  of  farm  operators,  farm  population,  family 
workers,  hired  workers,  and  wage  rates.  A  total  of  6kk  usable  schedules  was 
obtained.  All  farm  operators  residing  in  the  selected  segments  were  inter- 
viewed and  information  collected  for  the  entire  farm  regardless  of  the  loca- 
tion of  the  farmland  operated.  Recent  aerial  photos  were  obtained  to 
facilitate  the  identification  of  farms. 


1/  This  was  the  probability  area  sample  survey  of  crop  acreages  and  live- 
stock numbers  for  1956.  These  surveys  are  conducted  in  June  in  order  to 
obtain  total  planted  acreages  at  the  beginning  of  the  crop  year. 
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APPENDIX  B 
DEFINITIONS  AND  EXPIANATIONS 

(1)  The  farm  vork  force* 

The  total  farm  work  force  consisted  of:  (a)  Total  farm  operators.  In 
this  survey  these  are  equal  to  the  total  number  of  farms,   (b)  Unpaid  family- 
workers  .  These  include  all  members  of  the  operator ' s  family  who  worked 
15  hours  or  more  on  his  farm  without  pay  during  the  survey  week,   (c)  Hired 
farm  workers.  These  include  all  persons  hired  on  a  cash  basis  to  do  one  hour 
or  more  of  farm  work  during  the  survey  week.  Persons  engaged  on  a  farm  for 
activities  not  considered  farm  work  such  as  construction  and  maintenance  of 
farm  buildings,  are  not  included  in  the  hired  farm  work  force.  Members  of 
the  operator's  family  who  receive  cash  wages  for  work  on  his  farm  are  counted 
as  hired  workers. 

(2)  Total  farm  employment « 

Since  the  survey  was  taken  on  an  establishment  base  (the  farm)  there 
was  double- counting  of  persons  who  worked  on  more  than  one  farm.  To  estimate 
farm  employment  during  the  survey  week,  adjustments  were  made  for  double- 
counting.  Total  farm  employment  during  the  week  of  September  23-29  consisted 
of:   (a)  Farm  operators  who  worked  one  hour  or  more  on  their  own  farms  during 
the  survey  week.  This  excludes  farm  operators  who  were  working  on  other 
farms,  doing  nonfarm  work,  or  were  otherwise  occupied  off  their  farms  during 
the  survey  week,   (b)  Unpaid  family  workers,  as  defined  above,   (c)  Hired 
farm  workers  who  worked  an  hour  or  more,  less  the  number  who  worked  on 
more  than  one  farm,  and  less  farm  operators  who  worked  on  their  own  farms 
and  also  worked  for  pay  on  other  farms  during  the  survey  week. 

(3)  Farm  characteristics . 

Definitions  of  farm  characteristics  follow  those  used  by  the  195^  U.  S. 
Census  of  Agriculture  insofar  as  possible,   (a)  The  size  of  farm  groups  follow 
the  Census  classification  except  that,  because  of  the  limited  size  of  the 
sample  in  some  size  groups,  the  Census  size  classifications  were  collapsed 
for  presentation  of  data  from  this  survey,   (b)  Type  of  farm  was  determined 
by  agricultural  activity  providing  major  part  of  farm  income  and  classified 
by  Census  definition  except  that  data  from  this  survey  did  not  contain  suf- 
ficient information  to  identify  general  farms  separately.  However,  because 
of  the  necessity  to  collapse  the  data,  farms  which  would  have  fallen  into 
this  category  are  included  in  the  "all  other"  group. 
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(c)  Economic  class  of  farm  is  defined  according  to  the  195^  Census  of  Agri- 
culture criteria  as  follows : 


Class 
Commercial 
Class  I 
Class  II 
Class  III 
Class  IV 
Class  V 
Class  VI 


Criteria 


Value  of  Farm  Products  Sold 


$25,000  or  more 

10,000  to  2^,999 

5,000  to  9,999 

2,500  to  4,999 

1,200  to  2,^99 

250  to  1,199 


Other 


None 


None 


None 


None 


None 


Less  than  100  days  of  off- 
farm  work  by  operator  and 
income  of  operator  and  mem- 
bers of  his  family  from 
nonfarm  sources  less  than 
value  of  all  farm  products 
sold- 


Other  farms 

Part-time 


$250  to  $1,199 


100  days  or  more  of  off- 
farm  work  by  operator  or 
income  of  farm  operator 
and  members  of  his  family 
from  nonfarm  sources 
greater  than  value  of  all 
farm  products  sold. 


Residential 


Less  than  $250 


None 
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APPENDIX  C 
METHODS  OF  COMPUTATION  OF  COMPOSITE  HOURLY  WAGE  RATES 

A.  The  1956  enumerative  survey  of  farm  labor  in  Mississippi  obtained 
information  on  the  numbers  of  workers,  average  hours  worked,  and  average 
cash  wages  earned  on  a  monthly,  weekly,  daily,  hourly,  and  piece-rate  basis. 
Using  this  data,  the  composite  hourly  wage  rate  was  computed  as  follows: 

(l)  Wage  rates  other  than  hourly  rates  were  converted  to  an  hourly  equivalent 
by  dividing  the  average  wages  in  each  basis  of  payment  group  by  the  average 
hours  worked.   (2)  These  hourly-equivalent  rates  were  then  weighted  by  the 
number  of  workers  in  the  corresponding  basis  of  payment  groups,  giving  the 
gross  hourly  wage  bill  for  each  group.   (3)  These  products  were  then  totaled 
for  the  State  and  the  sum  divided  by  the  total  number  of  workers  to  obtain 
the  composite  hourly  rate. 

This  procedure  was  modified  in  Step  2  for  piece-rate  workers.  For  one 
computation  of  the  composite  rate,  piece-rate  workers  were  assigned  the 
weighted  average  hourly  earnings  of  cotton  pickers  (50  cents),  giving  a  com- 
posite wage  of  k$   cents  per  hour.  For  the  second  computation,  piece-rate 
workers  were  included  with  hourly  workers  at  the  average  rate  of  60  cents 
per  hour.  This  procedure  resulted  in  a  composite  rate  of  57  cents  per  hour 
(table  3). 

B.  The  AMS  mailed  inquiry  asks  each  crop  correspondent  in  Mississippi  to 
report  the  average  going  cash  rates  paid  in  his  locality  to  daily  workers 
furnished  a  house,  daily  workers  not  furnished  board  or  room,  and  hourly 
workers  not  furnished  board  or  room.  Monthly  and  weekly  rates  are  not  asked 
since  relatively  few  workers  are  hired  on  these  bases  in  Mississippi.  For 
the  purposes  of  computing  a  composite  hourly  rate  for  Mississippi,  missing 
rates  are  estimated  on  the  basis  of  relationships  observed  in  the  19k^-k& 
enumerative  surveys  between  these  rates  and  the  rate  per  day  without  board 
or  room.  The  latter  rate  has  been  asked  each  quarter  for  an  extended  period 
of  time. 

The  AMS  mail  questionnaire  asks  only  for  the  total  number  of  hired 
workers.  To  obtain  weights  for  computations  of  the  composite  hourly  wage 
rate,  the  current  number  of  hired  workers  reported  for  Mississippi  are  distrib- 
uted by  basis  of  payment  according  to  the  average  pattern  shown  for  the  East 
South  Central  States  in  nationwide  enumerative  surveys  taken  in  the  years 
19^5-19^8.  These  surveys  also  provided  information  on  average  hours  worked 
by  basis  of  payment. 

Using  current  wage  data  by  basis  of  payment  and  the  current  level  of 
employment  in  Mississippi,  together  with  the  19^5-48  regional  distribution 
of  employment  and  hours  by  basis  of  payment,  the  AMS  composite  hourly  wage 
rate  for  September  23-29  was  computed  by  the  method  described  above „  In 
Step  2,  piece-rate  workers  were  included  with  hourly  workers  at  the  rate  of 
5^  cents  per  hour  since  the  mail  questionnaire  does  not  obtain  information 
on  average  hourly  earnings  of  piece-rate  workers.   The  official  composite 
wage  rate  thus  computed  for  Mississippi  was  51  cents  per  hour  as  of  the  end 
of  the  third  quarter  of  1956. 


